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By uM*iiiuioa» consent, the persouai explanations u|*>n
litis aubjrcl ware resumed
Mr. fcOULK losuuied mid concluded his Hpeech. which

will be published thereafter.
Mr. FL/iRCE. i <ht not propone to go at laige into

tins debate. I cuteied into it originally lor the put|Httie ol
Jelenilit* a !.'« Secreiuiy of Slate (Mr. Clayton) lrom
lite charge winch had U-rii mailt- against hiui, that by
a correspondence with the British tiuniHier, subsequent
to the relocation of the treaty, he bad done away with
what some gentleman in ihis body understood to be the
true purport and intent of the treaty ; and nothing which
)ima been said lo-day has shaken my conviction that the
Secretary has beei) successfully defended. England, by
that treaty, a< I understand it, renounced no right which
¦tie bad in Britiah Honduras, and neither that treuty nor

Mr. Clayton's letter undertook to fix the character of
the right* which Ureal Hniain might have in that region
of the world
But there are other gentlemen in this body who think

that the intent oi that treaty wa» to »weep British occu¬

pation from the entire Central America, including British
Honduras. So do nol I think. ( think the intention
*u to limit the encroactauenta of Great Britain, who we

knew was seeking to extend bar possessions in that
quarter, but to leave those Muaeioua which she was

actually than enjoying prertatty a* they were, without
impeachment and without agoetM*. TL*i is the view

which many of uh here understand is to be taken of it.
But bow happaua it, Mr. Praaident.if the construction of
tba treaty which ia given by genllemaa ou the other aide
be correct, and the intention waa to awaep the British
away liom all their W)*#e*aiona in that quarter, even from
Britiaik Honduras.t&at from the date of the ratification
oi that treaty down to the present time, which ia two
years and a half, the British have continued their occu¬

pancy preciaely aa they had it at the date of tba treaty,
and iron not om of thoae gentlemen.who now declare,
moat sincerely do doubt, that they understood tba abject
and effect of the treaty to be to put an end to that BfMiah
occupancy.one word of reinonatrance has been heard
igung such continued occupancy, in violation aa tbay
My of the true intent and purport of that treaty ? That
aii^le fact is, in my opinion, an ample vinuication of the
late Secretary of Stale.

But, air, I do not propose to go into this discission. I
am afraid I have talked to much about it already, and 1
owte the Senate an apology for having said these few
words. The main purpose of my rising waa to make to

the Senate a statement, which 1 have been requested to

make, OB babalf of Col. King. I have received tins
morning, by the band of an honorable member of the
other Houaa from the Stale of Alabama, [Mr. Braqu,]
the following communication:
"Colonel King desire* Mr. Penroe 'o say in the Senate

(bat It has not been his desire or intention, in anything
which he has been represented a* saying in reference to the
Clayton and Butwer treaty, to cast the slightest imputation
on Mr J. M. Clayton in ri lerence to ihat matter. On the
contrary, be desirts tb do Mr Clayton the justice to say
that be is convinced that in everything connected with that
treaty, be [Mr. Clayton] wa-> actuated by a patriotic arix

isty to protect the rights and interests ol his country. Col¬
onel King l«els mortilit-d that anything said by him, under
a misapprehension ot the facts of the ca-o, should have
been made the basis for unjust reflection* on Mr. Clay-
frtR "

I $0 not feel authorized to add a word of comment to
this Statement, except to My that it i« perfectly consistent

with that character for strict integrity and scrupulous
honor which has ever been enjoyed by Mr. King.
Mr. SOULE 1 wish to ascertain whether the honor-

abla aenatorlrom Maiylaud means to apply what Mr
Kinf says, of his conversation in reference to Mr. Clay-
too. merely to what transpired lately or to those conver

anions of which many of us have bad occasion to speak
as connected with the ratiric.ition of tbe treaty.
Mi. PEARCE. 1 have no authority to make any ap-

plication of the statement at all. I present it not as from
ayaalf, bat at the requtst of Colonel King, and I cannot

aovertake to say to what remarks it applies.
Mr. SOULE. 1 meant only to ask whether the honor¬

able senator had any means of ascertaining.
Mr. PEARCE. 1 have not tbe means of knowing

anything, except the communication which I have read to

the Senate. 1 have hud no opportunity of seeing Mr
King during his sickness. This pa|«r was handed to me
this morning by the Hon. Mr. Bhaoo, of the House of
Representatives, witba request by Mr. King that I would
state it id the Senate on his behalf; and I thought it

proper to read it in the v«ry words of Mr. King.
Mr. SOULE. Doe* tbe honorable senator understand

it to apply to the original remarks I
Mr. PEARCE. J do not know that I understand the

honorable senator I do not know that I can undertake
to put a construction on Mr. King's statement, or say to

wbal it applies, though 1 think it is quite perspicuous.
Mr. SOULE. I merely want to uncertain of the sena¬

tor whether he himself understood this explanation given
by Ml. King as applying to any other conversations than
those which have taken place lately '

Mr- PEARCE. I sup|Kise not. 1 suppose it applies
to what was said in the Senate some days since; but I
have ao authority from Mr. King except to make tbe
statement as I have read it.
Mr. SOULE. Well, 1 shall cover the whole ground

myself. It would seem that the honorable senator la¬
bors under a misapprehension, and I am snre that be
would be tbe last one to be willing to do us injustice
He will feel some gratitude if I shall be able to set him
right. I have not disclaimed in any way tlio right of
England, whic'i I have characterized as precarious, of
cutting logwood in Honduras. Whatever that right ma)
be, we have never disclaimed that it was considered by
us all as being untouched by the treaty; hut what we

have disclaimed was, that we could not understand the
treaty as leaving untouched the question of sovereignty
in those islands, and I am going to show, from the very
language of Mr. Clayton, that we were right
Mr PEARCE. If the senator will allow me.if I un¬

derstood him aright 1 do not know that there is any dif¬
ference between hiin and myself in that particular. The
Senate will recollect that when 1 made my remarks on

this subiect, the other day, I expressly stated that Great
Britain bad obtained her right of |Kisseseion in those re¬

gions under the treaty of 170.1; that although she hail
claimed to have some title before, and perhaps made some
irregular settlements, the first valid treaty was that of
1743, which defined the purpose of her occupation 1
stated further, that, by the treaty of J7S3, the boundaries
within which England might proceed to exercise her
privileges were defined, and a further privilege was given
when the convention of 1780 extended the bounds of the
British occupancy. I do not know that f mentioned the
fact of the acknowledgment of those existing treaties by
that of 1914. That is undoubtedly as stated by the hon¬
orable senator,from Louisiana. In nothing that I have
said, at ar.y time, have 1 undertaken to vindicate the
rightful dominion of Great Britain to those countries
I nave expressly refrained from that. I have &)>oken of
tbe circumstances under whjch she obtained possession,
.ad of the encroachments which ahe has endeavored, in

Violation of tbe treaties which conferred on ber restricted
rights, to obtain an absolute dominion I do not see,
therefore, that in this respect there i» any difference be-
tweeu the honorable senator ami myself, unless it be thisi
that I suppose the Clayton and Bulwer treaty to leave the
rights ol Great Britain.whatever they were.in British
Honduras without impeachment :>nd without sanction
Mr. SOULE Whsnre, then, t wouM ask, can anse

tbe discrepancy between us and ihe honorable senator'!
We, from the outset, uuhesitatir g'y admitted that in so

Car ascertain precarious rights it ^ht b< claimed and held
by Ureal Britain, as having beun translated to her by the
treaty of 17ft3, and afterwards by that of 17Sii, th«y re-
maiued untouched But other pretens ons than those ad
missible under Ihe mere sufferance allowed by those trea-
liee were understood to lis entertained by England, ami
those were the pretensions winch ihn treaii was meant
to do away with. It left to England none of those rights
through which the might assume any political jurisdiction
over the country it covered, and this was all of Central
America; and on this point the honorable senator will
allow me to satisfy him that our understanding of the
treaty was in strict accordance with that of Mr Clayton
himself, as exhibited in the instructions which he gave to
that able, efficient, and patriotic agent, Mr Squiftr. when
he put him in charge of our interests as conuerted with
ths republic of Nicarsgua It will be remembered that
those instructions bear date the 7th of May. 1, and
were therefore anterior to the exchange of the ratifica¬
tions between Ihe two negotiators Here is the langusge
which Mr. Clayton uses in reference to this subject:
" Wo fcsvm never acknowledged, anil nsn newer scknowl-

"rigs, lbs existence ot any olal >n ot sovereignty in the Mos¬
quito king or any Indian in America To <lo so, would b>
lo deny iIim utle oi lh» United Mlaten to our own territory
Having always regarded sn Indisn title ns a mare right »i

occupancy, we can never agree that such a title should bo

1 ""led otltrrwite (hail .. a ttilriK lu br eIIIngul »hcU at ilir
wilt ot the discoverer al Hie couiiuy. Upmi 1 lit' raobcaiuMi
ol ilia u«uiy Ureal Hniaiu will no liuigei have any Uilrr«»i
10 deny Uii. prlnclpia, which sl»c tia* recugui»ed ill eveiyother omd, hi c uiiuuii wilti ui Hrr protec.toiale will bereduced ma shadow, . >lat »omi«n umbra;' lot khe can
neither occupy, lortily, nor coIoiiiaf, or axercUe dominion
"I control in amy part ol' the Mosouito coast or Central
Ameiica To atieitinl to do either of iIidm (Iiiiiki, altar the
exchaage otrai ideations, would inevitably produce a rup¬ture wttli the United tfialet."
Mr. PfcAllCK. I Jo not perceive any discrepancy be-

wetn the senator untl myself; certainly nol as rcgatds
tbe Mosquito const, ol which 1 have refrained from
speaking, or of the rent of the Slates of Central America.
none at all; but there is a difference between the senator
from Louisiana and tbe senator from Michigan, which 1
leave to themselves to reconcile.
Mr. DOWNS. Mr. President, there are aoine docu¬

ments, published for the first time this marning, which, in
my npinion, throw light upon this subject, and corrobo¬
rate very fully and completely the positions taken by the
honorable senator from Michigan arid myself, and others,
to-wit: that in the general tirovisions ol this treaty Brit¬
ish Honduras was included. It is important that everyfact should be well understood in relation to this matter;and it is as well now, while this question is frtsh in our
minds and in Ihe mind of the country, that the contents
of these documents should be stated. I will therefore
read from the message of the President of the United
States, transmitting this treaty to the Senate, clauses
which will clearly indicate the construction which we
have placed upon the treaty to have been correct.that it
did embrace the whole of ('antral America, includingBrit sh Honduras. 1 shall not stop now, Mr. Piesideut,
to discuss the nature of the possession, or the rights,
which Great Britain had there; but tbe positions that
I assumed.and the same I understood the honorable sen¬
ator Irom Michigan to assume.were, that after the ratifi¬
cation of that treaty, tbe British government had no pow¬
er to occupy, colonize, or fortify any portion of Central
America, including what is called British Honduras. And
1 think the message of the President of the United States
on this subject, transmitted with the traaty,clearly shows
mat President Taylor and his cabinet entertained Ihe
same opinion. In the message of the 2'2d of April, trans¬
mitting the treaty, the President uses this language:
" Ii will be seen that this treaty does not propose to take

money Irom the publio treasury to oIIdci any object con¬
templated by it. Ityields protection to tbe capitalists who
may undertake to construct any caaalor railway across the
isthmus, commencing in ihe southern part of Mexico and
terminating in tbe territory of New Granada."
Here are word* which define the limits of this treaty,

and it embraces the whole. Its purpose is to protect
capitalists " who may undertake to construct a canal or
railway across the isthmus, commencing in the southern
pall of Mexico and terminating in the territory of New
Uranada." Now, 1 will ask the gentleman to state whether
in all tbe territory, commencing on the southern part of
Mexioo and terminating on the borders of New Granada,
British Honduras is not included. Here we have the lan¬
guage oi tbe President of the United States, saying that
this treaty was intended to apply to that, and to all that
territory.

Hut this is not all. l<et us proceed with this question,
and gentlemen will find in the course of this argument
that the meaaaca from which I quote completely relutes
the argument or theaenator from New York, [Mr. 8*w-
ard.J the other day, that this treaty was intended only to
provide for a traaait across the isthmus; for in this very
message the President states that one object of the treaty
was to protect that country from foreign aggression and
secure the independence of all the republics of Central
America,
Mr. PKARCE. Will the gentleman inform mo what

message is that from which he quotes !
Mr. DOWNS. The neasage of the 23d of April, trans¬

mitting the treaty to the Senate. It is published this
morning in the National Intelligencer lor tbe first time.
"Itgivoi no preference to any one route over another,

bui proposes Ibe same inea*i|re of protection ( >r all which
Ingenuity and enterprise oaa euntiruct. Should tins treaty
be ratitieU. It will secure in future 'be liberation of all Cen¬
tral America trom any kind of foreign aggretuon "

He before states what was intended by Central Amer¬
ica, and then savs "it gives no preference to one route
over another." But that is not all:
"At the lime negotiation* were opened with Nisarsgua

for the cuti»lfuct|qn of a canal throttgb her territory, 1 fotnid
Great Britain in po»»e»«iou of nearly half of Central Amer¬
ica, as the ally and protector of the Moiquito King. It ha*
been my object in negotiating tliin treaty not only to tenure
toe pa**age across the mhirni*to the government ami eiti-
sen* of the United State*, by the couuruoiion of a great
highway, dedicated to the u§«* ol all nation* on equal
tenn*, but to inaiiraln the independence and soyuruignty
ol all the Ceutral American republic*."
Now, if that language is not as strong as any uttered

by the senator from Michigan, or any other senutor, and
if it does not construe the treaty to embrace (tie whole
territory, from the southern bound of Mexico to the ter
ritory of New Uranaria, then I am at a loss to conceive of
words to express any such construction.
Aud while we are upon this subject.for it is aa inter¬

esting one, and I think everything ought to be under¬
stood.I would like to have the senator from Maryland,
L-VIr I'iuric,] and the renator (torn New York, [Mr.
SbwasD.J who have looked so cloaely into Ibis subject,
and who talk about British rights, explain what they
mean by British rights. Do they mean that they retained
after Ibe ratification of this treaty, or that they hai a
right before its ratification, not only to cut limber but to
colonize, as they now declare their intention to do I That
is the real question VYe assume that by this treaty
they have renounced the right to colonize, and the
President of the United States seems to hsve enter¬
tained that view when the treaty was submitted to the
Senate; and I would like to know if these gentlemen
still think that alter these treaty stipulations Great Brit¬
ain has the right to colomzs/
There is another circumstance, Vlr. ('resident, to which

I with to call the attention of ihe Senate in regard to this
subject, and it is to show that this idea of tbe construc
tion which is now contended fur by Ihe Hritish govern*
ment originated at a very late period. At the very time
when the treaty was signed, on the lwh of April, as Mr
Clayton's letter published this moinnig sa\s, in the cor¬
respondence between him a"d Sir Henry Lyttou Buiwer,
it isshown that the projret of this treaty which was suh-
innted to the Senate had been also transmitted to Lord
Palmerston, and received his approval, .vlr. Buiwer
seys he was authorised to sign it eg trlly as it came back,
and makes some reference to slight verbal alterations,
which he says were not material. Now, it is very
strange, Mr. President, that after tbe treaty had been
drawn up and submitted to Lord I'almerston, and had
come back without any pretensions being put up of ihis
kind, and when we have tbe letters of both .\|r Clayton
and Mr. Buiwer at the time of tbe signing of the treaty,
ditcuaaing other matter*, and making no montion of this.
it is rery strange, if suoh a construction as this was put
upon it, that it was not submitted, or even a suggestion
made about it to the Senate. 11 seems never to have
been thought of; and it was not till alter the treaty was
ratified, alter the |>ower over il had gone out of the lien-
ate, some time tr\ July, 1H50, that the President, in a mes¬
sage not transmitting the Irts'y but something else. use*
the language referred to by the senator from New Y*rk
I vlr ScwAan] the other day, which does imply that
Honduras was not included in that treaty. Had not the
Senate then a right to understand the treaty, when it was
submitted to them, a< the President did ! And this, I
think, sustsins to tbe nillest extent the position taken by
ue, that if it had been understood that the treaty did not
embrace the whole ol Central America, including British
Honduras, it would never have been ratified. When it
was ratified we had this message before us, and the Pre«-
ident uses very different language in th*1 message from
what he uses in July afterwards, in a message which
could have no bearing upon Ihe treaty.

It would seem then, Mr. President, that tins in- j
formation had been purposely withheld from the Sen¬
ate of the United States. The (jnestion hail not arisen, |
it is true, when the treaty was received It never had been
.ufgested, and therefore could not have been co nmuni-
eaied The message clearly shows, in my opini»n( that
the ('resident end the whole government al that tlnae an-
derstood the treaty precisely as we did ; and I considered
this document so important that I lelt it my duty to bringit to the attention of ihe Senate while the subject was
fresh in our imucla.
Mr I'kAKC K I wish to reply very briefly to the

senator Iroin l.ouisiana, [Mr IIowns | think the hon¬
orable senator ha* misapprehended the meaning of the
paragraph he read from the mes«aga of the President
In that message the President, in tasking of the treaty
as yielding "protection tQ cgpnali'ts who may undertake
to construct any canal or railway across the isthmus,
coTtmeosIng in the southern part of Mexico, and termi
nating tn Ihe Territory ol New Uranaila," alluded to the
different proposition* for making inter-orsanic cominunt
ration* at different i*rt* of that isthmus.on* hy the Te-
hnantepec route, another by the Panama railroad, and a
third by way of Nicaragua When he *peak* of the ter¬
ritory commencing in the southern part of Mexico, and I
running down to New Grenada. he sueak* of that region I
through different parts of whieh these three different'

routes of conMpunicttiou were proposed to be coii-
structed That i* all li i« true be *ay* that it was Ins
object in negotiating this treaty "not only to secuiethe
passage across tie lalhuiuii to the government and cm
/ens of the Umuxi Stales, by the construction of a great

I highway dedicated U> the use of all ualiuan upon equal
Unit, but to maintain 'be independence und novereigiity
of all the ceutrul 4*>c"u*" republics ' And in my )u<l*
merit tliat the treaty do«s; for, if it be not violated, it
inaintaiiiN the sovereignty and independence of Gaatema-
In, Salvador, Nicaiagua, Costa Kica, and Honduras It
take* away from the British government all shadow of
pieleuce lor enforcing dominion ovei what is called the
Mosquito shores, a (tops the encroachment that they
were at that time making by running the claim of the
Mosquito King below the river Nan Juan, and it pro
hibitsall further attempts on the part of Great Kritaiu to
establish dominion where she had it not then.

1 will add.though it is not exactly appropriate to this
occasion, and though I have endeavored to refruin from
any topic which did not properly belong to the occasion-.
that it does seem to tae that it is an eucroacliuieut on the
part of Great Britain to take possession of those islands
ou the southern shore of Honduras bay. I shadowed
that opinion in my remarks the other day. I refrained
from expressing it directly, because it did not properly be¬
long to the subject umier discussion, my object heiug to
vindicate the late Secretary of State from 4 charge of
having effected a change in the treaty alter its ratifica¬
tion, by bis correspondence with Sir Henry Lytton Buf-
wer.

Sir, I repeat, if the construction of the senator from
Michigan is right, and that treaty wa» intended to sweep
Irom the whole of Ceuir«i Am-rica all British occupan-
cy, why is it that that senator, learned and astute a* he i»,
has never, from the day of the ratification of that treaty
down to thia time, rpuiouslrated against the continued
occupation of Great Britain, which, in his view of the
treaty, was a violation of it .'
Mr. SHIELDS obtained the floor.
Mr. CASS. 1 will tell why presently.
Mr. SHIELDS. 1 have no wish, alter what has been

Eesented to the Senate by the honorable senator from
ouisiana, [Mr. Souls,] to add anything to what he has

said, and the only reason that I risi- tbi* tin no' o
interfere 'in this question ol astructiou oi ihe
treaty, which 1 regard as a mere waiter of opinion, and,
perhaps, of misunderstanding. What I have alreadystated in the Senate.and I repeat that statement now.
is this: that whether you give to the treaty the mean¬
ing that the language imposes or not, it has been vio¬
lated by the seizure of these islands. So far as Belize
is concerned, or what is termed British Honduras, I am
not disposed to enter into that question now, and for
various reasons. I think it might be impolitic for us at
this tune to undertake to construe that treaty in relation
to that territory, and 1 apprehend that in tilling so we
might embarrass our own Iriends hereafter 1 shall
leave that question for the future.
But what 1 mean to state is this, and I am happy to see

that the honorable senator from Louisiana has establish¬
ed it this morning: that these islands that have been
erected into what is called the Colony of the Biy of
Islands never belonged to British Honduras or its de¬
pendencies. The honorable senator from I-ouisiana [Mr
Soule] shows that by the treaty of 1796 Great Britain
had the right of occupancy on the bay of Hondaras; and
he goes further, and states what is, I believe, overlooked
by senators who spoke on this side of the chamber the
other day, that that right has been reasserted and re¬
established by the treaty of 1914, and thai it is nothing
mora than a mere license or right of occupancy, a right
to cut log wood, carry off mahogany, and erect build¬
ings and structures lor that purpose, and that alone.
That treaty embraced the district. The district is
there defined, bounded, and marked out; but nowhere
in the treaty, either of 175>0 or of 15H, rea»sertint the
provisions of the former treaty, are the island of Una-
tan and the suriOunding group noticed or referred to.
On the contrary, the honorable senator from Louisiana
[Mr. Soulk] has shown that as late as 1S30 the British
government renounced all title to those islands by au
thority of the government, disavowed the ac> of their
own officer, restored the inlands to Honduras, and
gave them back to the original owners. That is as late
as 1830.

But in 1852 we hnd a proclamation by the British au¬
thorities seizing; ineee ialanda, and erecting thein into a

permanent British colony. The honorable senator from
Michigan, [Mr. Cars].ami I thank him sincerely for
the act.muling this publication in the newspapers, in¬
troduced a resolution calling upon the department fo' in-
formation in regard to the seizure of these i&laiid*. What
information comes.' They send u< a message slating, I
helieve, that they had no information upon the subject,
but presenting a private correspondence between Sir
Henry Lytton Bulwer and Mr. Clayton, a* n kind of jus¬
tification, I suppose, of the seizure of these Hands 1
am haiipy to hear the honorable senator from Maryland
[Mr Pe4R(.e] make a siatt-ment tins morning that in his
own opinion the seizure of these islands is a violation
of the trea'y That precludes the necessity al my refer¬
ring to his ap^ch Well, ttie department ha« no infor¬
mation upon the subject Yet, sir, a* early as 18.11 the
public papers were filled with the news that the British
authorities were about to seize these islands. The ini¬
tiative steps were taken, and in 1 ~>32 the islanJs were
seized and converted into a British colony. The honor-
able senator from New York [Mr St ward] argiie^ the
other day as if Belize and it* dependencies, or British
Honduras and its dependencies, embraced these inlands
He fouqd (he ruark to be rouge, the sign of British do-]
minion everywhere, f suppose, upon the same princi-
pie, if he found the mark ol black he would consider
the territory as belonging to Hayti That is a curious
way for a gentlemaa to establish the title to n territory,
because he found the mark to be a particular color o.n the
map. H« "I"" Ba"' that these islands were part of the
dependencies of B'liish Honduras. There is not a
British statesman that WQuld venture to rise in the British
Parliament at)d make that statement. These aland s wen:
nut claimed by Great Britain as put ol the dependencies
of Honduras. Ureal titMain disavowed thein as part of
those dependencies 1'hey are not only league* hut de¬
grees from Belize The de|>endeneiea or island* to whicti
the gentleman referred, if his information had been k«
accurate as it usually is, he would tie.va found w ere a

group of islands along the C»a«l of Honduras, and riot
the large group of islands which form the key to the hay
of Honduras and the Caribbean sea, constituting th.
strongest position in that part of this continent.

Permit me to give the opinions oi a Spaniard and of
an Englishman in relation to the value of this group of
islands. SayeAlcedo:
" They mar b« considered as the key of the bay of Hon

durt*. and the focus of trade of the neighboring coun¬
tries."

And here le what an English writer says:
"They may be considered si the garden ol the West In¬

die*, the key of Spanish America, the new (iibraltar In t!|i«
continent "

Therefore, what I want to assert.and to that i confine
myself thu morning -i« tin- tint !<i tin* roiinliy the
seizure of these island* is a matter of vaat importance,
that it is an infraction of the treaty.an open violation of
it.whatever construction you put upon ft; that this!
group of lalanda forma one of those great military.com
mercial, and naval depots npon your southern coast; and
that it is part of that girdle of fortrosses with which
Great Britain is now enclosing this oountry.commencing
at Halifax, extending from thence to the Bermudis,
thence southward, until, with the possession of this
point, it completely encircles your coast And she Insists
of having encompassed your coast with it. Her military
men boast of it; and I have here before me, if it wa«
worth while to show if, evidence of the fact that military
men of England regard this position as the strongest in
the soutnern seas, controlling the Caribbean sea and the
bay of Honduras, exposing the whole coast of Central
America, snd forming a link in that chain of position*
which England is now extending around this countryMr. President, I rose, not to enter intQ this douniful
question, but merely to show thai, no matter how this
point is arf urn), the *ci»ure of thee islands is a violation
oi the Clayton and Bulwer treaty, and that it has nothing
to tin witli any claim, any pretension, nny right, or any
license, which Ur-at H itain claims to this poaji-ssion
called Belize or British Honduras.

Mr. HALE obtained the floor.
Mr. CASS. Will the honorable senator allow me to

ask a question which was put to tne t I will not detain
the Senate ten minutes
Mr HA[ E. Certainly.
Mr. CASS The honorable senator from Maryland

[Mr. Passes] made a sort of appeal to me in the -Imp-
of an tiguminlum ml liomtntm. and with a great deal of
emphasis.because he has twice made the appeal.-seem¬
ing to suppose thst because I had no' brougkt "'i* par¬
ticular matter before the Senate and the country at an

earlier day, i must therefore have considered thst this
difficulty did not exist, or was a matter of small consid¬
eration. Now, I cannot put my finger into every dish
I suppose the ttenate and the country know that I lisve
been pretty busy sbout these mailers oj foreign relations,
snd I thing I have done my share, and I have no doubt tne
eonntry thinks I have been doing something I am not
bound to watch every aggression, 1 hope. If I wae, I

suspect I should have quite enough to do. Bui the trollis, the moment the mutter assumed, aa my friend from IIlinoin (Mr Shields] says, a very flagrant altitude, therI otic red u resolution lor tile purpose of gelling al factsand in two days the information is brought before tin.Senate. As to ibe existing stale of Belize, from Iht
lime of the ratification of ibis treaty until this mallei
came up, I have only paid a general attention to the sub
jeel I have seen it alluded lo in the newspa|*erH. foul
what the nature of the Jurisdiction exercised by the Brit¬
ish then was I do not know, nor do I know lo ibis day1 see they have not yet gone and established a colony,anil apiKJinled an oveiseer. They seem lo halt even iniheir own course, and to this day I do not know whaikind of jurisdiction they claim to exercise. But 1 know
now that, in the face of this treaty, they went on iu Julylast, and established a colony in the bay ol islands ; and
as soou as 1 did know lllat, I proposed to Call upon ibehxeculive for authentic information as lo the stale oftacls, whether or not they had occurredMr. DAVIS Will the honorable senator permit me toread to htm ihe treaty of IIM, which defines these rightswith the utmost accuracy throughout?Mr. CASS. If lUe senator wishes lo read il, 1 have noobjection, except that I am rather trespassing upon the
courtesy of the honoiable senator from New Hampshire,Mr. Iiai.c,] wbo yielded the floor tome. 1 trust, there¬fore, be will allow aie to go ou.Mr. HALE. I was going lo ask it the senator was iuorder in traii(ferring the right 1 the floor w mmHw.Mr. CASS. The honorable senator is right; l have
110 right 10 yield ilia floor lo another, and shall not un¬
dertake to do so Bul I had another reason for saying a
word or two myself upon this subject now, and it is in
consequence ol an allusion made by the honorable sena¬
tor from Maryland [Mr. Pcarce] to another considera¬
tion, and that i.« the origin ol this couuiiy. As 1 have
before mentioned to the Senate, when I was aware of the
colonization of these bay island*.in regard to which I
obtained no definite information until lately.I immedi¬
ately brought the matter before the Senate, by means of
a resolution calling for information. What was the re¬
sult of that call ! As my honorable friend from Illinois
[Mr. Shiicldm] lias said, the existing administration in
their reply said, and said very truly, that they knew
nothing about the mailer. But they said they sent us a
copy of an important document among the archives of the
country bearing upon this question. They described that
document correctly ; it was a very important document,and did bear upon thiaquestion. What was it? It was
a sort of supplemenlaiy, i/uam, post ratification between
the Secretary ol Slate an<l the British minister, restrict¬
ing and confining the terms and operation of this treatywilbin narrower hmita than i know 1 put u|k>ii it, and
narrower than 1 think a large portion of ihe Senate put
upon it. We have seen the extract of a note from Col.
King lo Mr. Clayton, saying that the Senate perfectly un¬
derstood the treaty, and understood that it did not include
British Honduras. 1 have ventured lo say that I did
not so understand it, and 1 took it as not only my right,but my duty, to announce 10 ihe Senate and to tbe coun¬
try that 1 was noi one of those senators who put (hat
construction upon the treaty. Before 1 did that, how-
ever, 1 called, as a matter of delicacy and propriety, uponColonel King, and consulted with him, and then came
here and gave what he said, word fi r word. 1 stated ex-
|iressly thai Colonel King in his note alluded only lo artundefined right on the part of Ureat Britain to cut log¬wood there. He did not go into a full consideration of
ike matter with me, but siid that in his view it was an
uudetiued right lo cut logwood. I referred to some re¬
marks that 1 bud made, and referred, for my own excul¬
pation, if you please so to consider it, to show the fact,
tue main fact, I wanted to establish in relation to myself;>md that was, thai 1 had no participation in the ratifica¬
tion of this treaty with the undeisunding which Mr
Clayton seems to have had of it
Now, a lew words more upon the subject and I will

yield ibe floor lo the honorable senator from New Hamp¬shire, [Mr. Have ] Tbe treaty comes belore the Senate
purporting to cede all dominion and jurisdiction, or ratheriu abjure ail title of Ureal Bmain lo any |>oriion of Cen¬
tral America. Now, what is meant by " Central Ameri¬
ca It is a geographical portion of country. Why
was it used? Mr. Cla>lon expressly tells you in
his letter that the term wa* used in this treaty
at the suggestion of Lord Falmerston. Now, whyLord ralmerston wanted il used I do not know.
Bul tbe result of that use is very clear and plaiu,thai they are now selling up a pretended claim,
whioh they never would have set op if they had not
used litis term " Central America," and then contended
thai it did not embrace what it does embrace. Unforlu
naiely Lord ('diversion's suggestion was adopted, and
the term "Central America1' was used. It is now con¬
tended that the term " Central America" means |m>1 iticmICentral America, ihe Slates ol Central America com¬
posing thai political division. Why, sir, you might
as well Utk about the States of tbe Heptarcby as
lo talk about Ihe Stales of political Central Amer¬
ica. There were no such things as the Slates of
Central America at that time They had resolved
themselves into iheir constituent elements, and Ibe gen¬eral g ivernment, componed by their union tor a few
J ears, hail tteen destroyed or had passed away, and lheyhad become independent cuie ol another There wan 110
such tiling as lUe territory of the "Stales of Central
America " What right, then, had any man to say thnt
this term designated a political state of thing* which
had ceased to exist foi >eais,' We say thai "Central
America" mean* geographical Central America, aod I
renntt again ihe question which no gen'leman has an¬
swered to this day, and which I st^y is unanswerable, II
the term "Central America" tueani ihe Stales of Central
America, what excuse ca-i be given tor not having said
so in ihe treaty? If the general designation, ihe geo¬
graphical term, embrace* a larger extent of country than
the olhdr, the |ioliiical term, embiaces, then why was
the treaty sent lo lis containing a term embracing Ibe ini
nor and not ilie major subdivision of ihe continent ? Whydid ihe treaty not say ihe territory ol the Slates of Cen-
tral America, instead ol using another and an equivocal
term ? Why was not the former nsed, showing the sense.
tbe actual interpretation to be put upon this treaty ? That
is what i waul lo know, ami that is what uo man has
vel told me.
Now, with resjiect to what ha* hwn said about whit

ii included in t|)is trea'y, I understood il to include lion-
duiw, aud mat tireat Britain gave up the M>vere>gnty ami
dominion over Honduras. I nut was my beliet when I
.".greed to ratify the treaty. A* to this right to cut log
wood, if she tuvl any such right at all, she had it in (tub-
ordination to the jurisdiction of the country, and wan
liable, a* ! understand it, though I hare not looked
closely into that portion of the subject, to have it ter¬
minated at any time; at any rate, il waa liable 10 the po¬
litical government and jurisdiction of the country, and
she herself had exprrady renounced all dominion and
jurisdictiou over it. That, ( understand, i* also the view
af my honorable friend frocn Louisiana, [Mr Soui.k ]
And when the honorable senator from Maryland (_Mt.t'CARCi] says that he does not see any difference ol opin¬
ion between the honorable senator from Louisiana arid
himself, I muat say that I see a very great difference in¬
deed The honorable aenaior from l^>uisiaim under¬
stand* "Central America" to mean all of Central Amer¬
ica, and tQ tncluile all of Honduras, ami not to exclude
that aundivision which on some maps is railed Hritish
Honduras The term "Central America" include* Hon¬
duras.all of it; and if it excludes anything, it merely
excludes the temporary right to cut wood there, leaving
the goueral dominion and jurisdiction of the country in
some government other than the Uritish government, as

|*wer has given up all dominion and jurisdiction over
that portion of this continent. That was my view when
f before addressed the Senate, and that i* my view now.

Mr. HAf.K I have hut very little to say ; but as I de-
xire to say it in order, I would he obliged to the ('hair to
?tve what is the question before the Senate.
The I'RKSIDKNT. There is no question before the

Senate This whole discussion is merely for the pur¬
pose of explanation on the part of senators.

Mr. HALK. Then, I suppose anything is >n order.
N'ow, it is rattier a singular position to put a man into
Hiit as this matter begins to . .sume ari importance from
the remarks which some hon'tfablti gentlemen have made
which does not sugg«'»t itaelf to iny mind, and winch is
not palpable to my mind, and as I am obliged to lorin my
ideas of the real and intrinsic importance of the question
Uom Hie views which other gentlemen take ol it, feel
lhat it i* due to mjself, in view of the changes which
may hereafter arise and make this mutter one ol some im¬

portance, to state what in> reoollections ar.' of this sub¬
ject I happened to be n member of this Senate at the
time this treaty was raiirte I. and voted lor it, and remem¬
ber something about it. Bat before I proceed to that,and
as there i* no particular subject before the Senate, thisdis
cussion being merely a matter ul explanation, let rne e<
plain another thing

I regrwt to sc» the tone anil temjier of some of the re
H,"ks indulged in here, as having a tendency to eireite a
sort of national prejudice against Krigland Now, in
saving tluit I regret to s< e sue.fi pr< polices a* these appeal
ed to, do not let it be understood that I "land up here m
an humble advocate for Kngland , for I have not the least
concern for her.-not liie least in llie world Vou may
get your indignation up to the highest pitch you pleaee,

ami wake a direct isom with her upon the Monroe doc
Uiua, oc anything cl«e you i>ti;a»e( mid il need* no proi'lirto luretell what the eud ol that controversy w II lie Youwill back light out, just um you did upon the Oregonquestion. (Laughter.) No mailer how high your in¬dignation umy bt>~no matter what fever heat your i>.<triotiam uiay go up to against Fugland.when die isaui'
comes you will hack right out. [I'augbler ] You willcomedown from " 54" 40' or light" to " and u
that is not low euougb, you will come down lower
Renewed laughter.] Therefore my anxiety ia not foikngland; not at all. I will tell you what it ia for. Thi<

liatriotisw must have vent somewhere.Una indignation
mual have a victim upon which to wreak ita lury. Bu
i am aliaid it will fall.not upon Fug land, I am noi
.il all afraid of that.but upon Mexico or Coata Una. oi
aome other of those little State* that are not so able tc
bear it as Fngland would be. [Laughter.J It i* for thir
reason that it In exceedingly |>ainful to me to tee ho mucli
lever heat got up against Kngland, when somebody else
must take the blown, if it come to blows For if tht
fact ia ao, and stores you in the face, which the honor¬
able senator fiom Florida [Mr Mai.lohy] stated tc
you.thai was in secret session. but I believe the injunc¬tion of secrecy baa been removed.
Mr. CASS It has been removed.
Mr. HALF Well, sir, if, as the honorable senatoifrom Fiomla told yon, Great Britain has got one shipMr. BUTLFK. That was not disclosed; the in^uuc?wwffmttrf-ttratMlii hlWfieen removedMr. HALF Well, I have not let out much bv sayingthat "Great Britain has got one shiu." [Laughter ] Thatis all that I have told, and there I will stop. I<et the publicmake as much out of that as they can ; let them havethe (act that the honorable senator from Florida said, insecret session, that Great Britain had one ship, and 1will not say what the honorable senator said about thatship. Hut there is an impression upon my mind, fromwhat was said, that we are in no sort of danger of a warwith Great Britain.not the least in the world.
Again : il these islands ate not the dependencies olHondura<i, why, then they do not relate to this subject.1 beg your pardon, Mr. President, we have no subjectbelore us.they do not relate to this treaty, and that will

more pro|ierly come before the Senate when we havethe subject before us, when we are upon the constructionof the treaty. II there have turn aggressions upon the
part of Great Britain upon any portion of the continentand the island* of the sea outside of that constiuction,then those island* do not pertain to the treaty at all. Andif wa are to meet Great Britain upon that issue, we musttake some other action.we must take some other groundupon which to base the charge of an infraction of the
treaty.

1 will say this, and then I will sit down, as there are
so many other gentlemen who want to speak 1 saidI was a member of this Senate at the time this treaty wasbefore us for ratification. 1 was not an entirely inatten¬tive observer, although I was not one ol the distinguishedgentlemen consulted. I do not remember in the discus¬
sions I heard here in the Senate.I am certain I do notremember in the conversations 1 had with any single in¬dividual from the time the treaty was passed here to itslinal consummation.that the British title in Honduras wasbrought in question at all. I did not hear its name; I did
not hear it mentioned once, directly or indirectly, remotely
or immediately. And in all the discussions which Iheard, and in all the private conversations which 1 heard,the suggestion that this treaty related to British Hondu¬
ras never lell on my ear. I did hear this.that there was
one of the sovereigns of the earth, of whom the hon¬orable senator from Noith Carolina [Mr. BtDuaa] spokethe other day.that there was a gentleman, a darkcomplexioned gentleman, upon the Mosquito coast whocalled himself " King of the Mosquitoes " [Laughter.]And I did hear that the British sovereign was about ex¬tending a protectorate over that Mosquito King, under the
pretence that this colored gentleman was one oi the sov¬
ereigns of that coast. Great Britain was extending overhiin her protection, and in that manner was interferingwith the rights which lay in our way, as we were under¬taking to negotiate for the right of way across that por¬tion of the continent, from one ocean to the other. And1 understood that the relinquishment and the renounce¬
ment that was contemplated by that treaty, so tar as Ihad the remotest intimations from anybody at any time,in public or in private, related to that pretence or ri^htby which Great Britain was to extend her protection
over the King of the Mosquitoes. 1 cannot say wliat was
said by others; I cannot say what entered into the con¬
templation or cognizance ol other gentlemen; but I
can say with regard to myself, that 1 no more beard,in public or in private, and 1 no more thought that the
question brought up by that treaty was the abandonment
by Great Britain of what right she had in Honduras than
I supposed the United States talked of surrendering anyrights which they had in the Slate of Ixiuisiana, or in the
State of Virginia. 1 do not say it was not so ; I do not saythat every otner member ol the Senate did not construe
the treaty and read it exactly different from what I did. I
can only give my testimony as one of those who were
tieie, who was an actor in the scene and voted lor the
ireaty, and let it go to the country tor just exactly what
it is worth. The testimony i* negaiive, I grant you. But
I take this occasion, as an attempt is made to give some
importance to this matter, to lay my humble testimony be
lore the country, and before that public which is to judgeconcerning the matter. And I aver and declare, ujion
my honor as a man and as a senator, that I never
heard nor thought, nor did it enter inm my imaginationuntil very lately, that that question of Honduras, be it
what it may, was altected one way or the other by this
treaty. Having said thus much, I will yield the floor to
others.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr President
Mr. MALLjOHV. I wnuld ask the honorable senator

from Kentucky [Mr. Uhdcrwood] to yield the floor to
me for one moment, to enable me to finish a sentence
which has been begun, relating to myself.Mr UNDKRWOoD. I yield lor that purpose with
great pleasure.
Mr MALLOKY. 1 believe it doe* not contravene the

rule of the Senate (or a member of the Senate to explainhis own anion on what he may hare himself said in ae-
cret session. I would not infringe upon the time of the
Senate one moment to repeat one word that was said
upon that subject, had not the honorable senator from
New Hampshire [Mr. Hale] left unfinished a aentence,
which he was about to re|>eat, of my remarks in aec.rtt
session, from which a wrong inference might perhaps be
drawn. If it be consistent with the rules of lIn Senate
upon the subject, I will say that when using the woida
" one ship" I was endeavoring to present to the Senate
my view of the condition the country would be in if the
ideas that some gentlemen seem to entertain at this time
should prevail here. I was endeavoring to present to you
the condition of the country to meet the contingency
which seemed somewhat to de|>end upon the coarse of
debate now pursued here 1 presented this practical diffi¬
culty.that these islands, of which we now hear ao
much, were not the dejiendencies of the Hritish posses¬
sions in Honduras, iinri never had been so considered ;
hut, notwithstanding all that, I said the British govern¬
ment had |M>sse«sed herself nf them, had colonized them,
and established a government over them, and if you de¬
sire to seek a practical issue upon this subject you have
it now a 111 y presented to you. No inquiry is necessaryShe is there, and is ready to defend them, ;ind will never
surrender nor relinquish them. And in speaking of our
navy, I said that Great Britain had one single ship which,
U|hi» a fair field upon the Atlantic ocean, would be an
equal match to the whole navy of the United States.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The subject of this discussion
divides itself into two distinct parts. 1 intend to be
very brief in treating of them both. The first part
relates to Itrra firma, fhe continent.the second re¬
lates to the iklands in the bay of Honduras Our atten¬
tion was called to the fiist by the resolution introduced
by the distinguished gentleman from Michigan, [Mr.
Cask,] and the suggestion made by him and liy others, in
the argument that the treaty had been ratified hy some¬

thing lik* a suppression of the truth on the part of the
late Secretary of State, Mr. Clayton, which, hail it been
presented to the Senate, would have led to the rejection
of the treaty by the unanimous vote of the Senate. Now,
upon what does that allegation re«t ? It rests upon the
inea that when the treaty uses the term " Central Ameri¬
ca," it embraces, nmong other portions of country, what
is now called British Honduras and hy using in the treaty
language hroad enough to embrace British Honduras, the
subsequent explanations that pa*»ed between Sir Henry
Buiwer and Mr Clayton, lute Secretary of State, showed
I lint a fraud had been practiced npon the American Sen
ate This is the view taken by the honorable gentleman
from Michigan, and is founded tipon the allegation that
the geography of the country.the well established geo¬graphical facts connected with this matter.prove that
British Honduras falls wilhiri the term "Central Ameri¬
ca" as used in the treaty; and that allegation has un¬
fortunately been conceded, as I cinceive, ny the honor¬
able gentleman from New York, [Mr. Srwmn,] and
perhaps also by the honorable gentleman from Mary¬land, [Mr Pearce]
Now, when 1 voted for the ratifica'ion of thia treaty I

did it upon the ground that all Central America was em¬
braced hv the treaty, and that (ireat Britain was hereafter
deluded from all Central America. Rut,like the gentle-
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senator. that I MKI (lit-Hiii. il, 1 newer (maid it intimated
Iroui nay glider, that any unlit which Great Britain
iiikht have, or I'Umi to have, outaide of that which prop
eily constitutes Ceutial America, can* within the scope
of the treaty at all.

1 have taken mime little pains to try and ascertain (he
geoK'uphical facto hi tlna t ase. 1 have before uie a book
culled '. McGregor's I'lu^icra of AmeniM," publuhcd
Ioiik before any i|ue«liou of this kind aver aroaa. The
author ol iIiih wink undertakes to wive the divisions of
the Spanish teiritory hi America under the Ciowu. And
then, alter the revolutions there had established re*
putdict m Hint ijuaiter of the country, ha undertakes
to give the divisions while they were governed as re
publics. According to him that country, under the mon¬
archy, wan divided into the vice royalty of New Spuiuaud the captain-generalship of Guatemala. And if we
want to tlnd the geographical position of this disputedterritory we must look for it either within the 1 inula of
the vice-royalty of New Spain or within the limits of
the captain-generalship of Guatemala Now, I have
looked at the subdivision!) of this couutry, and 1 find that
it in not annul* (lie subdivision* falling within the captainngciieralsliip ot Guatemala, and il it lie among the
subdivision*, or in any ol thein tailing within the vice-
royalty of New Spain, it is in that portion denominated
iVIi-rida or Yucatan And if you look at the map, and
lind where this British Honduras or Belize is pieced,
from 7londunuTpri''^."wlH^i'constluiteiT^
tral America in the political division which took placewhen the republic was established. Yqu will find that it
is entirely surrounded by Merula or Yucatan, and never
did constitute any |iortion of Honduras proper which
falls within the division of Central America
Here is Mitchell's map, published in 1S49, before this

treaty was ratified. Tins mup laye down Mexico proper,
and then lays down in Guatemala all the Stoles consti¬
tuting Central America, because Guatemala and Central
America, in geographical language, are eynonymotis
terms.they mean the same country. And when youlook at Guatemala, as laid down upon the map by Mitch¬
ell, an American author, you will iiud that this coun¬
try callod the Belize. British Honduras in other won!*-.
is separated from Honduras proper by the intervening
Bay of Honduras. I have n Spanish map before me also;
ami upon this Spam-til mup this country called Britieh
Honduras is stated, in the Spanish language, to be on the
north aide of the Hay of Honduras, showing that it
does not now constitute, and nevet did con*li ttta,
any part of Honduras proper, which fall* witbin the
American division of Central America. Aud the gen¬
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Cass] therefore, if he will
only take the trouble to examine tlie old division of this
territory under the Crown of Spain, and the subsequent
division which took place after the revolution in that
country, and the establishment of the government Of
Central America, will lind that this disputed territory
never did constitute, politically or geographically, any
part of Honduras proper, or any part of the country upon
wbich this treaty has any operation. Here ie a Spanish
map showing precisely the same thing which 1 have
stated. Here is our own map, published in 1S49, before
the ratification of this treaty, showing exactly what 1
have stated. And here is the history of the times,or, 10
use a word so much in vogue at this period, the "pro¬
gress" of America, showing that under the monarchy this
disputed territory constituted no part of Honduras proper,
and under the republic it constituted no part of Central
America, and therefore never had anything to do with
this treaty iu anv shape or way. Well might Mr. Clayton,
then, say in this correspondence with Sir Henry Btuwer
that it n«ver was supposed in any shape or way to allude
to any British interest connected with Belize.or British
Honduras, which is but another name for Belize, and a
name given to this country merely because it happen* to
lie upon a bay called Honduras. So much for the con¬
troversy in regard to the continent.
Now, a word or two in regard to the islands, and I am

done. Is it pretended thai this treaty had any relation to
any island there i Who dreams ol it.' No one. These *
islands are not included by name, reference, or in any
other way that can point to them. How does that ques¬
tion then stand .' If you inteud to make an issue under
the Monroe doctrine in consequence of the present col¬
onization of these islands by Great Britain, that is a mat¬
ter wholly disconnected with this treaty, and has nothing
at all to do with it ; ilie pit-Kent administration has bad
nothing todo with it ; it i- a matter for the coming ad¬
ministration to take in hnnd ; this treaty has nothing to
do with it. Il is a subject brought in here without having
any bearing upon the past, and is no basis upon whica
to criminate the administration of General Taylor in any
way. It is a new matter; that administration bad noth¬
ing to do with it. It doeinot appear that there was any
settlement made therein which the attention of the Tay¬
lor administration was called. So lar, then, as this ques¬
tion grows out of the settlement of these islands, that is
a matter for the incoming administration to handle. The
present administration has had nothing to do with it. It
may constitute the basis of anew treaty; but until the
regular diplomatic agents of the country hare taken ibe
matter in hand, it stems to me that it is altogether prema
tare and impro|ier for this Senate to be discussing, by
way of anticipation, matters to whtdi tbe attention of
this government has never been called, and which tbe
diplomatic agents of this country have never taken
into consideration.

IVow, I deem it my duly to present thin evidence.these
geographical (acts.to show that the whole of this argu¬
ment, irom at very commencement, has been baaed upon
«n error in point of geographical lact, in supposing that
British Honduras constituted a portion of that Honduras
which falls within Central America, under tbe political
organization known by that name, after the yoke of
Spain wan thrown olf Now, it never did constitute any
such thing ; it is surrounded by Yucatan, and Yucatan is
claimed lo be one ot the Stales of Mexico, and it also
claims lis independence of the government of Mexico
I recollect perfectly well when ibe Meridu Indiana re¬
volted against Ike authority of tbe State of Yucatan, an1
we bad a discussion upon Ibis subject some yeara ago, in
which tin' fact of its quad independence of Mexico was
spoken of by senators then upon this floor. So that
if you will ju»t look at tbe map*, if you will just look
at tbe geographical larts, you will fuiii that British Hon¬
duras never wan a art ol Central America, but was a

pait of Yucatan, Mirrounded by the territory of that State
on three aides, which State is now in a'/uui State of in-

j«ie|H-ndrnt Jurisdiction, separated from tbe Mexican re-
public, and constituted, believe, a separate Stale, under
the old Spanish rule, prior to the establishment of tbe
reptibli.'. And after the throwing off of the Spanish
yoke, tf there wan any alliance on the part of Yucatan
with any other power in that quarter of the country.it
was an alliance with Mexico, and the Slate of Yucatan
wan a constituent part of the Mexican republic
Mr. BORLAND Will my friend from Kentucky (Mr.

I'niikrwood] permit ine to ask him a question '

Mr. UNDhKWOOD. Mont ceriamly; with pleasureMr. H )RI.ANI>. In speaking of the geography of the
country, that honorable senator says that British Hondo
ras and (bene inlands in controversy do not belong to
what is known us the political community of llouduras.
the State of Honduras, or whatever else you choose to
term it; and therefore is not included within tbe opera¬
tions of this treaty. Now, will that honorable senator
tie so kind an to tell me to what geographical division of
the world this British Honduras and these inlands do
belong? My reason for asking the question is thia: I
find in the treaty that Great Britain not only excludes
herself from the right ot occupying, colomziaa, o» set
tlmg permanently,the countries of Ouatema'a, Nicaragua,
Costa Rica, ami the Mosquito coast, but any part of Ctn-
iraI Amerit* Now, doen what is called British Hondu¬
ras, or do these islands, belong to any part of Central
America.'

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will aay in an«war to the
question of ilm honorable gentleman, that I suppose all
the islands within a marine leagne of the shore of that
Hondutas wlnrli constitutes a part of Centtal America
would fx* properly a portion of Central America, and of
that Honduras laid down upon the map as each portion of
Central America. And I think if it can be shown that the
anthorii'as of (Jfeut Britain have taken possession of one
of the island* Unix situated, that would be s violation of
thin treaty. That is my opini.in, because I take it that the
inlands thus smiated constitute a part of the mainland
according lo the law of nations, and are nnder the juris¬
diction exercised on that main land. Bnt I am not ad¬
vised upon thin matter f cannot say that the islands that
(treat Britain i* said lo have thus taken possession of, and
is about to colonize, are or sre not thus miusied in ref_
erence to Hondnras prtnier, which constitute" s part o

Central Amerca Without the knowledge 'h*rr,orT "

that lact, I cannot lay whether the treaty has or nss

not been violated Hut I will ««y thai if Ores ri in

has taken possession of any islands ^l,hl"
league ot the coast ol Honduras proper, then she has vio¬

lated this treaty. , , ,

Mr. BORLAND. The honorable senator does not ex

acily understand my question J did not .'"J.
these islands belonged to Honduras Bot »h«ther «fttt
i* called British Honduras, and these islands whether
winched to Honduras or not. constituted a part of t «m
tral America l " 'hey do not, then to what geographical
division of the world do they belong'


